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4 at ﬁo eounty sshool
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1 uyes, read, in part, as follows:

Ty uluiu m %o be bdased upon the seholastie
latd 2 QR emty. The salary 1s not to be deterained bdy
| numbar of eshool distriess in the county nor the population
,’t:r those ashool distrieots under the oonirel of the county super-
“insendent, The only basis is the number of sohwlasties resideat
ia a sounty.

iy, WO COMMUNICATION I8 TC BE CONSTRURD AS A DEFARTMENTAL OPINION UNLESS APPROVED BY THE ATTORNEY GENIRAL OR FIAST ASSISTANT



Henorttle H, M, Willer, page 2

A® you pointed out in your brisf, irtiels 2518
of the Revised Glvil sStatutes, provides the zetlnd ol taxing
the moliolastic osnsus of eounty line school distsists aad
there is provided for a separate enumeration of She scholastios
i in esoh county of a oounty line school distrist.
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s In Austin Independent Sohool Distrist v. Earrs,

5. (Com. Appuy 1931) 4) 3,%, (24} 9, the guestion was watter or
‘ not an independent school distriot of a county was recuired
to contridute to the salary of a county school superiatendeat,
such superintendent having no consrol over the affairs cf the
distriot, The eourt held that it was, saying: '

"It sannot be successfully denied ithat all the
public sohools of every sohool distriet in a givex
sounty are now, and were when the act of 1930 was
‘passed, the inmediate benefiolaries of varims futies
which the oounty superintendent is required teo perfara
. in the promotion of public sehool affairs thromghout
¥ H the oounty. For instance, of those dutiss imposed epon

him by law which relate: (1) %e the apportiocomeat ef -
the inoome arising from the comnty availabls ssiool
fundj (3) %0 the tramsfer of pupils froa one selool
distriot to another} {(3) to ths matter of sebolastie
census} and (&) to $Sheysxamination of applicasts for
teachers' certifiqutesi .and to ths issuance asd recorda-
tion of suoh certifioates. . . , Ths serviczes wxiod
the law requires the county superintendesct to pesfoma
in the respects above mentioned havc direct ralatjoca
to sohool matters of common oonoern to all iles ;udlle
schocls of the ocounty. . . .*

The conolusion is inescapable that %:e Lezislature
‘has made the basis of dstermininz a county superiatecdent's
salary the numbar of scholastios residing in the comnty.
Ve think this 1s a fair and reasonable basis of deterzinatioa,
_®ven though some of such soholastlie residents are iz a eounty
lne school district under the ccatroel of anothar couaty.

929 15




; It 4s thersfore our olaion and you aye advised
N shat those school children residing in a sounty llne scheol
+ i distriot of a county should be considered in dotermining the

18 salary of the ecounty supsrintendent of the couaty of their
'. residence. -
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